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An Anſiwer fo. Mr. Stubs's Sermon, &. 


R. Stube, while the Bill for Preventing Occaſional Confor- 
mity was depending in the laſt Seſſions of Parliament, 
oubliſhed a Sermon, intituled, For God, or for Baal; 

or no Neutraliiy in Religion againſt Occaſs, onal Compuni- 

on; and in Juſtice to him I give you his Profeſſion: That he had | 
uo Aim againſt any particular Diſſenter, nor the whole Body of em, in 
this Diſcourſe, than as became his Station, &c. P,27, 1 mult beg his 

Pardon that I cannot agree with him in what becomes the Cha- 
rafter of a Miniſter of the Goſpel of Chriſt Jeſus, which I take 

to be the Reverſe of Mt. Stzbs's Practice, that is ſo very different 

from the Precept of Loving our Enemies, that it endeavours to 
render odious our Friends, who are Chriſtians and Proteſtants, 
and with equal Succeſs, at leaſt with their Brethren of the 

Church of Exgland, carry on the Cauſe of Chriſtianity, as well as 

ſupport both our Eccleſiaſtical and Civil Liberties againſt thoſe 
who have never wanted the Will to deſtroy 'em both, even 

when they have wanted the Power ; and notwithſtanding the 
preſent Ingratitude of ſome Members of the Church of England 
to them, the Safety of the Church it (elf is owing to their Prin- 

_ ciples and Practices, in dethroninz King James the II. and ſet- 
ting up our Great Reſtorer, King WILLIAM III. of Ever-Glori- 

cus ; Memory, the Unhappineſs of ig Reign ii was (according 

to this Author) to tend to Diviſſon, P. 28. By which I ſuppoſe 


be means, that he encouraged the Diſſenters: But I challenge 


| Him to ſhew it in any Inſtance throughout his Reign, that was 
--not due to 'em as Men, and as Chriſtians, and which by their 


faithful Service, and Gratitude to him, appears to have been their 


Helens. . We? Mr. Stubs's Charges againſt 'em of Trimming, 

Doubling; and Halting between Two Opinions, P. 26. and acting 
8a dein Behiek and Perſwaſion, I leave the Reader to make 
what Judgment; he pleaſes of the. Foundation of that very fa- 
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3 "miliar Uſe and Applitmion of $4 VE of Reproach through- 
3 ut his Sermon But-I cannot help ſaying with 
een Yolume of | Archbiſhop” Tillotſon ; ; When Religion once comes to 
ns, printed in * 
© bis Lifetime, _ ſupplant Moral Riehteouſneſs, 5 it ſerves to no 
3 1 5 Vurpoſe, but to be a Bond of. Conſpiracy to inſlame 
7 ow ads Men, Tempers to 4 greater Fierceneſs, and to ſet a 
Ee Eag e upon their Spirits, and to make them Ten Times more 
the Children of Wrath and Cruelty thin they were by Nature, then 
3 fog it loſes its Nature: For let any Man fay worſe of Atheiſm ani 
 ._ ' Infidelity if he can. And for God's ſale what ir Religion good for . 
but to reform the Manners and Diſpoſttions of Men, to reſtrain Hu- 
. ane Nature from Violence and Cruelty,” from Falfood and Treache- 
ry? Better it were there were 20. reveal d Religion, and that Hu- 
- mane Nature were left to the Conduct of its own Principles, which 
are much more mild and merciful, much more for the Peace and 
Happineſs of Humane Society, than to be affed by a Religion that in- 
_ Jpires Men with ſo wild a Fury, ant] prompts them to commit ſuch 
Outrages, and is continually Oe The Welfare of Mankind. 
In v ach a Religion as teacher Men to propagate and advance 
it ſelf by Means ſo evidently contrary to the very Nature and End. 
of all Reli jon. But to go farther, I know ot but that Irim- 
ming, Doubling and Halting, may be preferravle to ſuch furious 
*  * Bigotry, If the Charge of Knavery ha h any Force, when In- 
tereſt is annex d to any Practice, the Difſ-nters have much the 
Advantage in that reſpect, who have not half ſo many profita- 
ble Principles as the Clergy of the Church, with whom all the 
Church Preferments, as well as the Cry, gozs. For they may ſay 
it is very difficult to conceive that ſuch a Numbe er of Men ſhould - 
agree in ſo many Poiats, as they are oblig d to do, who take up 
their Opinions out of pure Conviction, eſpecially when their 
Practices makes them louk more like Soldiers that are liſted, than 
Men coacern'd for Truth; and thoſe Means to bring Men to 
their Communion that are in uſe, are the fartheſt from what 
the Author of their Religion cujoins. How far ſuch, in whatſo- 
ever Communion they are, may be: term'd Baal's Prieſts, P. 18. 
leave to be conſidered. Sure I am that their Zeal is of the ſame 
Kind, from the — Means made ule to propagate their {everal 
Opinions, 
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Opinions, and the like Pleas in del own V;ndication. Mr. 
Stubs would clear himſelf from the Charge of a Perſecutor b | 


an avow'd Notion that he fays he has of Talera- 
tion, What ſort of Toleration this is, thar he 
means, cannot be known till he explains bimſelf; in the mean 


p. 4 of Scubs's View. 


while his 8 Sermon and his View, RC. are tlie beſt Rules to know 


him by; where his Divinity and his Honeſty keep an ang 
Pace, and his Tolerating Temper is as conſpicuous, as his wil- 


ful Concealment of what makes for his Adverſary's RY 
Cauſe. For why elſe was a Hiſtory only given of 
the Modern Practice of the Occaſional Conformity o 


the Diſſenters, while at that time only ſome Advantag 


were annex'd to it, and not, of the ancient Practice, whe 
there was no Proſpect of Advantage? This he could not be 
ignorant of aſter the publiſhing of Mr. Calamy's Abridgment 
of Mr. Baxter's Life; and which he muſt own to 
have read after he hath given it the Character of In- 
faubus; nor indeed could he be well ignorant of it before, if 


View, P. 6. 


he had the leaſt Inſight into the Diſſenting Con- 


troverſie. The Excellent Biſnop Sarum ſays, That „Lud rec. en 


the 0 Bill 
it 7s no nem Practice to evade 4 Lam, as they that 8yo. * 5 


have borne a large Share in theſe Controverſs 2 muſt 
acquaint the Commons. 


But this Author is for no more Trut h than will Cos his Put- 
pole, and that can be accommodated to the Intereſt that he 


eſpouſes, and is ſafe in his Reputation among 


thoſe to whom Zeal alone, without Knowledge, „ 4.4 B.. Tillor: 
| fon has it, Serm. 


- - 38-Cufficjent, as -well thoſe that allow. a little vol. 4. P. 433. 


Hing for the Truth. 


Mr. Stubs himſelf hath ſhew' the Impertinency: of his Title, 
For God, or for Baal, to a Diſcourſe againſt the Occaſional Com- 
munion of ſome Diſſenters, by oranting that he-doth not Brand 
thoſe of the Separation in England with the Worſhip of Baal. When 
yet the greateſt Part of his Readers, I mean thoſe that read on- 
ly his Title Page, cannot but think that he intends it for a Pa- 
rallel; and indeed the Inſinuations throughout his Sermon ſaf- 


blen y diſcover it, tho contrary to the Paſſags before cited; 
and 
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and this lam ready, if call'd on, to make appear. As to Hal- 


ting between Two Opinions the Text reſtrains it to the Worſhip of 
God and Baal. But let us conſider it as diſtinct from that Limi- 
tation, and ſee whether Occaſional Conformity can properly be 
laid to be Halting between Two Opinions, tho' it be not a Halting 


between God and Baal. But of this there is no Proof throughout 
the Sermon, unleſs a frequent Affirmation pals for one. For if there 


is nothing done at the Reception of the Sacrament, either at 
Church or Meeting, that is no: contradictory, I fee no manner 
of Reaſon for calling it Halting. He ſays, The whole Hinge of the 
ontroverſie turns upon this Point; either the Way of Church of Eng- 
and Worſhip, and that of the Diſſenters, are the ſame, or they are not, 
P. 20. Here he ovght to have told us what he means by the 
lame Way of Worſhip ; till that is known, there can be no 
Anſwer given to his Dilemma, but by diſtinguiſhing it into the 
Senſes that the Terms may ſtand for. If by fame Way of Wor- 
ſnip he means an intire Agreement in all the Circumſtances, as 
well as the Object of Worſhip, then, I fay, the Diſſenters no 
more uſe the ſame Way of Worſhip with the Church, than the 
Pariſh Churches uſe the {ame Vay of Worſhip with the Cathedrals. 
But if by ſame Jay of Worſhip be meant an Agreement in the 
Object, with no one Circumſtance in one Place contradictory to 


that in the other, then the Worſhip of the Church and Difſen- 
ters are the ſame. He goes on, P. 20. If they are the ſame Way of 
Worſhip, let thoſe clear themſelves from the Charge of Schiſm who up- 


Hold, &c. TI think the more natural Concluſion is, If they are 


the ſame Way of Worſhip, then a Man may go ſafely to either of 


em, ſince the Subj. & is Occaſional Conformity. This Author 


does not fee far before him when he makes it impoſſible tor 


thoſe Men to be clear from the Charge of Schiſm that worſhip 
the ſame Way with the Church of England. I do not fee 


why the Difſenters may not prove the Church guilty of Schiſm 


by the ſame Argumentation. If the Worſhip of both are the 
lame, let the Church of Ezelard clear herſelf from the Charge 


of schiſm, and let him not tell us, that the one is eſtabliſh'd, 
and tte other not, till he hath told what he means by the 


Word 
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Word Eſtabliſh'd, and then ſhew'd us to whom Scripture 
and Right Reaſon have given the Power of eſtabliſhing any 
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_ Religion, and upon what Principle the Obligation of intire 


Conformity to that Eſtabliſhment is founded. A clear Reſo- 
lution of theſe Queſtions will open the Controverſie of Tole- 


ration, as well as Occaſional Conformity, and upon a diſtinct 


Anſwer of Mr. Stubs to em, I ſhall freely enter the Lifts 


with him. He proceeds, P. 20. That if the Difſenters be not | 


the ſame Way of Worſhip, &c. then we differ either in Circum- 


ftantials or Fundamentals, This one would think ſhould de- 


termine his Meaning of the Terms, ſame Way of Worſhip, to 


an Agreement in Circumſtantials, Gc. But I deſire the Rea- 
der, by the Way, to obſerve that by the Term Differ can- 
not be meant Contradict. He goes on, P. 20. If we differ in 


Circumſtantials only, the Charge of Srhiſm hes as cloſe as before. 


Here the Concluſion ſeems to me to be this: If we differ 


in Circumſtantials ; that is, as I take it, if we vary only in 


a Mode; ſuppoſe in Kneeling, and Sitting at the Sacrament, 


an honeſt Man way Kneel with one, and Sit with the o— 
ther. I think this Conſequence of the Charge of Schiim lycs 
as cloſe to the Church as to the Diſſenters, who differ no 


more in Circumſtantials from the Church, than the Church 


from them. 


As to his Quotations out of tlie Books of ſome Diſſenters 


againſt Occaſional Conformity; 1 Anſwer, that no more 
follows to the Prejudice of the Principles upon which fome 
Diſſenters zuſtifie their Occaſtonal Conformity, than my Ac- 
knowledgment, who am a Churchman, and have never been 
Ten Times within a Meeting- Door, of the Lawfulneſs of 
that Practice, quoted by a Diſſenter, will be to the Pieju— 


dice of any Arguments made uſe of in this Cauſe by any 


Conformiſt. All that can reafonably be inferr'd from it, is, 


that the Principles upon which Diſſenters go in the ſame 


Communion Are very different. He that hath | ſuch narrow 
Thoughts as to think it ſinſul to Communicate with the Chintch, 


way 
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no Prejudice at all to their Cauſe, nich will always be fo, 
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may 9 have the FR Though: with 4 Church Bigot. 
The Proceeding of Diſſenters on ſuch different Principles, FF 


as long as Men have ſuch different Capacities and Opportu- | 
nities of knowing the Truth and Education hath fo great an 
Influence. But 1 dare undertake for the Diſſenters whene- 
ver there is an intire Agreement in Matters of Conformity, 
among the Clergy of the Church; they will agree in Mat- 
ters of Nonconformity, when Biſhop Burnet and Biſhop - 
Trelawny, Dr. South and Dr. Sherlock, Dr. Gibſon and Dr. A. 
anda, Mr. Olhffe and Dr. Bine, Mr. Stephens of Surrey and 
Dr. Birch, agree z that then Mr. John Home and Mr. Daniel Foe 
- {hall, and the reſt of the Diſſenters, one among another. 
Having g given ſome Account of this Author's Honeſty, - and 
next of every thing that hath the Pretence of Argument, 
I ſhall conclude with a Specimen of his Second- 
View, P. 8. hand Wit. He ſays, One obſerves that Mr. Cala- 5 
my' Name comes near to Calumny. I have not quite 
ſo mean an Opinion of Mr. Stube, as to think he approves 
of this Quibble, which is as much againſt the Church, as the 
Diſſenters, who have had a Calarry-amoniy them too. But that 
he knew to whom he writ). and among whom it Would 


